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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Prosecution Application 

1 . The request filed on April 24, 2002 for a Continued Prosecution Application 
(CPA) under 37 CFR 1.53(d) based on parent Application No. 09/551,973 is acceptable 
and a CPA has been established. An action on the CPA follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Pollock 
[Pat. No. 2,251,600]. 

Pollock teaches a bread baking device comprising a frame (Figure 1, #5), the frame 
having two sidewalls and a base member (Figure 1, #14 & 20), vertically spaced, 
removable trays (Figure 1, #21-22), the frame having an opening large enough to place 
and remove the trays (Figure 1), the trays having holes to facilitate airflow (Figure 3, 
#21), a baking chamber (Figure 1, #8), the base member being coupled to the bottom of 
the baking chamber (Figure 1, #34), a handle (Figure 1, #16), and a source of heat 
(page 1, column 2, line 17). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barradas [Pat. No. 5,445,061] in view of Pollock. 

Regarding the apparatus claims 1 1-15: Barradas teaches a bread baking device 
comprising a housing with a baking chamber (Figure 5, #12 & 22), a mixing motor 
(Figure 2, 14), a frame with a base member coupled to a bottom region of the baking 
chamber (Figure 5, #48, 54, 56), vertically-spaced, removable trays (Figure 4, #48; 
Figure 5, #58, 60, 62), the trays having holes to facilitate airflow (Figure 4, #48), a 

_hea^ingjeJerr!enL(column_2^^ 

(Figure 2, 24). Barradas does not teach a frame with two sidewalls which hold the 
removable trays or a handle. Pollock teaches a bread baking device comprising a frame 
(Figure 1, #5), the frame having two sidewalls and a base member (Figure 1, #14 & 20), 
vertically spaced, removable trays (Figure 1, #21-22), the frame having an opening 
large enough to place and remove the trays (Figure 1), and a handle (Figure 1, #16). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the frame 
structure of Pollock into the invention of Barradas since both are directed to bread 
baking devices, since Barradas already includes a frame, and since the sidewalls and 
handle of Pollock would permit the entire frame to be inserted through the top door of 
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Barradas as a single unit, rather than as separate pieces which can be difficult to stack 
in a heated environment, such as the baking chamber of Barradas. 



Regarding method claims 16-17: Barradas teaches a method of baking bread by mixing 
the ingredients in the container to fonn a dough, dividing the dough into portions, 
placing the portions into trays supported by a frame structure, and baking the dough 
(column 2, lines 57-70). Barradas does not teach a frame with two sidewalls which hold 
the removable trays. Pollock teaches a bread baking device comprising a frame (Figure 
1, #5), the frame having two sidewalls and a base member (Figure 1, #14 & 20), 
vertically spaced, removable trays (Figure 1. #21-22), the frame having an opening 
large enough to place and remove the trays (Figure 1), and a handle (Figure 1, #16). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the frame 
structure of Pollock into the invention of Barradas since both are directed to bread 
baking methods, since Barradas already includes a frame, and since the sidewalls and 
handle of Pollock would permit the entire frame to be inserted through the top door of 
Barradas as a single unit, rather than as separate pieces which can be difficult to stack 
in a heated environment, such as the baking chamber of Barradas. 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Reuland [Pat. No. 2,842,043] and Larsen [Pat. No. 1 ,583,295] 
teach cooking devices with racks. 
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Response to Arguments 



7. Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 1-1 7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Drew E Becker whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0300. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7am-5Rm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 703-308-3959. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for 
regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1495. 




Drew Becker 
May 30, 2002 



